the geopolitics of the erotic. The various colonialising projects of modernity and postmodernity -firstly nation state imperialisms, latterly proliferating forms of capitalist free-market enterprise-have produced an hegemony of the erotic. This is not solely the result of the imperialist imposition of sexual mores on the colonised by the colonisers, although such impositions have had important effects around the world, it is also consequent on the nationalisms developed in resistance to colonialism and on other struggles to do with religious, ethnic, tribal or inter-generational differences. I shall speak, therefore, of 'the hegemonic bloc', by which I mean those nation states whose ideological and political reach has most powerfully shaped the social and cultural mores of those they have conquered. Loosely speaking, the hegemonic bloc includes the United States, Britain, France, Germany, Spain, Portugal and the Netherlands, all great colonial invaders and appropriators of foreign territories. The great influence which these countries exerted is as much religious (primarily Christian -although the distinction between forms of Christianity is important here) as it is political, and this has resulted in the spread of Judaeo-Christian ideologies to do with the badness or wrongness of sex over a vast area. Since that other Abrahamic religion, Islam, extends over much of the rest of the world, the notion that sex is a bad thing is a horribly common factor in various forms of both sexism and homophobia (Young-Bruehll996).
I would like to have written a real doorstep of a book on this subject. The book you are holding should, by rights, be three times as thick and twice as heavy. However, the horrible market forces that dominate contemporary academic publishing dictate that eighty to a hundred thousand words is the 'right' length for a book, so there is not room here to lay the kinds of strong foundations for my argument that I would wish. I want, therefore, to alert the reader to the unspoken context in which I am writing. In particular, the continued oppression of women around the world must not be forgotten. When we speak of 'female sexual pleasure' it must be borne in mind that the very concept is incomprehensible to most women. The material consequences of male supremacist political economy are such that women are excluded from the kinds of independent life which make sexual choice possible. It is, therefore, not possible to make any claims whatsoever for the sexuality of 'women' as a group, let alone 'lesbians' as a group. Indeed, 'lesbian' is an entirely contingent construct, produced by a highly specific set of material, social, cultural and political circumstances. It does not travel well, either across cultures or through historical time, so the claims made in what follows about 'lesbians' are not generalisable to very different populations.
